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The  Reason  Why! 

From  all  over  our  General  Assembly  there  is 
coming  a  rising  demand  for  a  concrete  statement 
on  the  matter  of  organic  union  with  the  Northern 
Presbyterian  church,  a  statement  which  will  set 
forth  some  of  the  reasons  why  thousands  feel  that 
such  a  move  would  be  a  tragic  mistake. 

This  pamphlet  is  an  attempt  to  in  some  measure 
meet  this  demand.  The  problem  is  so  complex  that 
no  single  group  of  individuals  can  hope  to  answer 
all  of  the  questions  raised.  At  the  same  time  it  is 
hoped  that  this  may  help  you  understand  why  the 
proposed  union  would  harm  rather  than  further 
the  work  of  God's  Kingdom. 
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You  Cannot  Get  Away 

From  This  Fact 

Without  reflecting  in  the  slightest  on  our  breth- 
ren in  the  North,  it  is  nevertheless  a  fact  that: 

Union  with  the  Presbyterian  Church  in  the  U.  S. 
A.  would  necessitate  the  surrendering  of  our  Church 
and  its  work  to  the  control  (by  a  ratio  of  about 
4  to  1 )  of  men  outside  of,  largely  ignorant  of,  and, 
in  some  cases,  unsympathetic  with,  that  work  and 
its  problems. 

We  can  now  present  a  "united  front"  on  all 
matters  of  mutual  interest  and  concern,  but  such 
co-operation  does  not  demand  the  cessation  of  our 
own  Church  as  a  separate  and  efficient  part  of  the 
work  of  God's  Kingdom. 

The  ecumenical  movement  envisions  eventually 
one  great  Church. 

Spiritual  ecumenicity  on  the  other  hand  recog- 
nizes that  right  now  all  who  know  and  love  the 
Lord  are  members  of  the  invisible  Church. 

Union  with  another  group  does  not  seem  to  offer 
one  single  advantage,  either  to  our  Church  and  its 
work,  or  to  the  work  of  God's  Kingdom,  of  which 
we  are  a  part. 

Would  Absorption 
Be  Wise? 

If  it  could  be  proven  that  it  was  to  the  glory  of 
God  we  would  agree  to  the  absorption  of  our 
Church  into  another  Church,  but,  we  cannot  see 
one  single  advantage  to  the  Lord's  work  in  so  losing 
our  identity  and  the  control  of  our  work. 

If  Christian  co-operation  were  dependent  on  the 
absorption  of  our  Church  into  a  much  larger  or- 
ganization we  would  give  the  matter  serious  consid- 
eration. But  we  are  now  co-operating  with  other 
groups  in  hundreds  of  Christian  projects  and  it  is 
not  necessary  to  surrender  our  identity  to  promote 
Christian  co-operation. 

If  there  was  work  to  be  done  in  God's  Kingdom 
which  could  only  be  done  if  we  "united,"  (actually 
were  absorbed),  with  the  Northern  Presbyterian 
Church,  we  would  pray  for  the  grace  necessary  for 
such  a  step.  But,  we  cannot  find  one  single  sphere 
of  Christian  service  which  would  then  be  opened 
to  us  which  it  not  already  open. 
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If  centralization  of  authority  would  help;  if  con- 
trol of  our  present  work  by  others  would  further 
the  work  of  Christ,  then  we  would  pray  for  the 
humility  needed  to  so  move.  But,  no  one  has  yet 
advanced  one  single  valid  argument  to  show  that 
anything  but  heartache  and  lessened  efficiency  would 
come  from  such  a  step. 

The  Great  Issue 

The  administrative  policies  and  problems  in- 
volved in  the  proposed  plan  of  Church  Union  are 
such  as  to  stagger  the  imagination  because  they  in- 
evitably mean  centralization  of  authority  and  a 
decrease  in  efficiency  in  carrying  out  the  Lord's 
work  in  the  area  where  our  Church  operates. 

But — that  is  not  the  issue  of  primary  importance. 
The  whole  emphasis  in  the  ecumenical  movement, 
of  which  this  proposed  union  is  a  part,  is  to  stress 
numbers  and  organization  as  the  source  of  Protes- 
tant influence.  Such  an  emphasis  can  be  fatal  to  the 
primary  mission  of  the  Church  which  is  spiritual. 

Spiritual  power  comes  from  the  presence  and  the 
blessing  of  God's  Holy  Spirit  and  that  is  contingent, 
not  on  numbers,  not  on  organization,  not  on  out- 
ward signs  of  material  might,  but  on  complete  sur- 
render to  God's  will  and  an  abiding  trust  in  the 
Word  of  God  as  the  Sword  of  the  Spirit. 

There  lies  the  issue. 

The  Southern  Presbyterian  Church  has  a  unique 
testimony  to  bear,  a  testimony  which  is  needed  in 
America  and  in  the  world  as  much  or  more  today 
than  ever  before. 

This  testimony  has  to  do  with  the  fact  that  the 
Presbyterian  Church  is  historically  a  confessional 
Church.  We  believe  certain  facts  and  certain  doc- 
trines and  we  find  these  clearly  stated  in  our  Con- 
fession of  Faith. 

There  is  grave  danger  of  Presbyterianism  de- 
generating into  an  inclusivism  in  which  the  individ- 
ual determines  that  which  he  will  believe  or  reject. 
This  has  greatly  hampered  the  witness  of  other 
churches,  and  it  can  do  similar  harm  to  our  own. 

We  are  committed  to  the  clear  affirmation  of 
Christian  truth  as  found  in  the  Westminster  Con- 
fession of  Faith,  as  this  document  has  been  received 
and  interpreted  from  its  beginning. 

We  are  primarily  dedicated  to  the  preservation 
of  this  clear  witness  in  a  time  when  there  are  such 
strong  pressures  away  from  such  a  confession. 
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We  are  dedicated  therefore,  not  so  much  to  the 
preservation  of  a  Church,  but  rather  to  the  preser- 
vation of  a  clear  witness. 

It  is  for  that  reason  that  we  believe  the  Southern 
Presbyterian  Church  can  make  its  greatest  contri- 
bution to  the  advancement  of  God's  Kingdom  by 
continuing  as  an  independent  and  separate  organ- 
ization. 

The  greatest  need  today  is  not  for  numbers,  nor 
for  great  ecclesiastical  organizations,  but  for  a  clear 
and  unequivocal  testimony  to  the  great  central 
truths  of  Christianity  itself;  truths  which  are  to  be 
believed  and  lived. 

Co-operation — Yes ! 
Liquidation — No ! 

It  is  gradually  dawning  on  many  in  the  Southern 
Presbyterian  Church  that  the  words,  "co-operation" 
and  "union,"  are  being  used  as  though  there  can 
only  be  co-operation  if  we  unite  with  another 
Church. 

No  denomination  has  a  finer  record  of  a  co-oper- 
ative spirit  in  promoting  the  work  of  God's  King- 
dom than  our  own. 

But,  in  order  to  co-operate  it  is  not  necessary  to 
liquidate  our  own  Church,  nor  is  it  necessary  to 
unite  with  another  denomination  with  the  result 
that  our  work  and  our  influence  is  lost  in  a  larger 
denomination. 

In  taking  this  position  we  arc  not  reflecting  on 
another  denomination  or  its  work.  We  are  simply 
being  realistic  to  the  extent  that  we  recognize  that 
liquidation  of  a  going  and  efficient  work  is  not  the 
best  way  to  promote  the  corporate  work  of  the  great 
Church  universal. 

Co-operation  where   indicated  —  YES!!! 

Liquidation  without  justification  —  NO!!l 

Worth  Preserving 

This  Association  is  not  dedicated  to  the  maintain- 
ing of  the  status  quo  in  church  relationships.  Where 
change  is  indicated  we  want  change.  Where  co-op- 
eration is  indicated  we  want  co-operation.  Where 
consultation  is  needed  we  want  consultation. 

But,  change  in  itself  is  not  progress,  nor  is  there 
justification  for  the  destruction  of  a  church  which 
is  being  used  of  God,  just  for  the  dubious  theory 
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that  larger  churches  with  stronger  organizations 
and  more  centralized  authority  are  more  in  accord- 
ance with  God's  plan. 

This  is  not  a  "splinter  movement"  but  a  preser- 
vation movement,  one  designed  to  strengthen  the 
witness  and  the  usefulness  of  our  Church  in  the 
work  of  God's  Kingdom. 

There  is  great  need  for  renewed  emphasis  on  the 
vital  facts  and  message  of  the  Gospel.  To  this  we 
are  dedicated. 

Union  Will  Not  Bring 
Revival — But  Revival 
Will  Bring  Unity 

The  greatest  need  of  the  Church  and  the  greatest 
need  in  America  is  a  revival  of  Christian  faith  and 
practice. 

The  weakness  of  the  Church  centers  in  her  at- 
tempt to  cater  to  men,  through  diluting  Christian 
faith  and  watering  down  the  Christian  message. 

The  power  of  the  Church  stems  from  the  presence 
of  the  Holy  Spirit  and  in  a  body  of  revealed  truth 
which  men  are  to  believe  and  by  which  they  live. 

When,  for  the  sake  of  numbers  and  organization, 
we  are  willing  to  soft-pedal  the  facts  of  Christianity, 
as  clearly  stated  in  the  Word  of  God,  we  have  not 
strengthened  the  Church — we  have  weakened  it. 

The  peculiar  witness  of  Presbyterianism  is  that 
it  is  a  confessional  Church — a  Church  which  stands 
for  a  body  of  truth  as  being  essential.  When  any 
Church  retreats  from  strict  adherence  to  these  doc- 
trines it  becomes  an  inclusive,  not  a  confessional 
Church. 

The  greatest  contribution  the  Southern  Presby- 
terian Church  can  make  to  contemporary  Christian- 
ity is  to  put  the  content  of  Christian  truth  before 
either  numbers  or  organization. 

The  world — ^America — Presbyterianism:  all  need 
such  a  witness  today. 
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Shall  We  Liquidate  The 
Southern  Presbyterian 
Church  ? 

We  now  give  you  a  number  of  questions  which 
have  been  asked  with  answers  which  show  how 
very  unwise  and  destructive  to  the  best  interests 
of  the  Lord's  work  the  proposed  merger  would  be. 

Does  not  the  plan  of  union  leave  it  to  the  in- 
dividual congregations  to  decide  whether  they  will 
join? 

The  proposed  plan  makes  a  provision  for  congre- 
gations in  our  Southern  Church  to  vote  on  the  ques- 
tion, within  one  year  AFTER  the  merger  is  consum- 
mated. It  does  not  make  this  provision  at  the  outset. 

But — the  most  revealing  thing  about  this  plan  is 
this:  There  is  no  such  provision  for  congregations 
in  the  Northern  Church,  The  significance  is  this- — 
the  plan  is  for  the  Southern  Church  to  JOIN  the 
Northern  Church  and  the  congregations  in  the 
North  are  regarded  as  already  belonging.  By  this 
alone  we  see  a  blue-print  for  the  future  which  is 
far  from  bright. 

Does  doctrine  play  any  part  in  the  objections 
being  raised  to  union  with  the  Northern  Presby- 
terian Church? 

By  and  large  the  doctrines  held  by  the  two 
churches  are  alike.  The  difference — and  it  is  a 
serious  one — has  more  to  do  with  interpretation 
of  doctrine  and  the  PLACE  WHICH  IS  attached  TO 
ITS  importance.  //  is  a  fact  that  the  Auburn  Affir- 
mation was  a  revolt  against  the  historic  interpreta- 
tion of  five  of  the  great  doctrines  of  the  Christian 
faith.  From  that  day  the  Northern  Presbyterian 
Church  became  an  INCLUSIVE  church,  allowing  in- 
terpretations of  doctrine  not  in  accord  with  the 
Confession  of  Faith.  Our  own  church  continues  to 
be  a  CONFESSIONAL  church.  There  is  a  vast  differ- 
ence in  attitude  to  doctrine  represented  by  these  two 
viewpoints.  We  believe  it  essential  that  doctrinal  in- 
tegrity be  insisted  upon  because  of  its  far-reaching 
effect  on  the  power  and  witness  of  the  Church. 

It  is  proposed  that  we  "unite"  with  the  North- 
ern Presbyterian  Church. 

This  would  not  be  union  but  absorption  of  our 
Church  into  an  organization  four  times  as  large. 

It  is  proposed  that  we  should  'merge"  with  our 
Presbyterian  brethren  in  the  North  as  a  great  step 
towards  the  eventual  great  ecumenical  Church. 
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This  would  not  be  merging  but  submerging  of 
our  Church  into  a  great  organization  where  our 
testimony  and  sectional  problems  would  not  receive 
the  attention  they  deserve. 

It  is  argued  that  such  a  union  is  the  duty  and 
obligation  of  members  of  both  churches. 

At  the  present  time  we  co-operate  with  our  North- 
ern brethren  in  a  number  of  enterprises,  at  home 
and  abroad.  But,  we  at  the  same  time  retain  our 
separate  identity  and  autonomy. 

It  is  argued  that  the  proposed  united  Church 
would  be  more  efficient. 

Actually,  centralization  of  authority  and  power, 
particularly  when  the  majority  of  those  in  control 
will  be  ignorant  of  and  even  hostile  to  some  of  our 
problems  will  work  for  inefficiency. 

It  is  argued  that  the  united  Church,  because  of 
its  size,  will  wield  a  greater  influence  in  the  nation 
and  in  the  world. 

The  influence  of  the  Church  has  never  depended 
primarily  on  numbers  and  organization  but  rather 
on  spiritual  power,  and  spiritual  power  comes  from 
unswerving  loyalty  to  Christ  and  His  IVord. 

Who  wants  union? 

Primarily  some  of  the  ministers  of  the  Church. 
But,  the  overwhelming  majority  of  those  in  the  pew 
would  prefer  that  instead  of  this  agitation  our 
time,  money  and  efforts  be  expended  in  preaching, 
teaching  and  living  the  Gospel  of  Jesus  Christ, 
Further  centralization  of  power  does  not  appeal  to 
the  average  church  member  as  the  wisest  course. 

Effect  On  Mission  Work 

Would  union  aid  the  cause  of  Home  and  For- 
eign Missions? 

The  opposite  would  be  the  case.  Our  foreign 
missionaries  and  the  work  they  do  represent  the 
finest  in  missionary  effort  and  statesmanship  in  that 
department.  A  change  in  control  would  greatly 
handicap  that  work,  just  as  the  uniting  of  the  North- 
ern and  Southern  Methodist  Churches  hurt  the 
former  work  of  the  Southern  Methodist  Church. 
The  same  is  true  with  reference  to  our  own  present 
work  of  church  extension.  Those  who  understand 
that  work  best  should  continue  to  direct  it,  but  they 
will  not  if  union  comes. 
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Effect  On  Local  Problems 

If  our  Church  should  "unite"  with  the  North- 
ern Presbyterian  Church  would  this  precipitate  a 
problem  with  reference  to  segregation? 

Unquestionably  yes.  The  Northern  Presbyterian 
Church  has  already  gone  on  record  that  segregation 
is  unChristian.  The  National  Council  of  Churches 
has  also  voted  that  segregation  is  unChristian, 

Do  our  brethren  in  the  North  recognize  that 
we  have  problems  which  they  do  not  face? 

Apparently  not.  They  do  not  recognize  that  we 
have  social  problems  and  population  ratios  which 
do  not  exist  in  the  North  and  which  make  a  solu- 
tion of  Christian  race-relations  one  which  must  be 
approached  intelligently  and  realistically. 

Is  it  possible  to  have  more  than  one  "Christian" 
solution  ? 

Of  course  it  is.  In  the  interior  of  China  many 
Christian  churches  have  the  men  and  women  sitting 
separately.  There  is  nothing  unChristian  in  this; 
rather  a  Christian  deference  to  established  custom. 

Is  there  hope  that  in  the  event  of  "union"  with 
the  Northern  Church  the  resulting  body,  four  times 
as  large  as  our  now  separate  Church,  would  agree 
to  leaving  the  solution  of  this  problem  on  a  sec- 
tional basis? 

Absolutely  none.  The  clamoring  for  immediate 
and  total  abolition  of  segregation  would  immediate- 
ly take  steps  to  force  upon  our  Church  a  situation 
which  would  be  intolerable. 

Would  not  our  own  section  of  the  Church  main- 
tain its  autonomy  on  problems  peculiar  to  the  area 
in  which  we  live? 

Of  course  not! !!  That  is  the  very  object  of  union 
— to  make  one  great  Church  with  authority  over 
the  whole — and  regardless  of  any  policies  we  might 
wish  to  maintain,  the  fact  remains  that  the  present 
Northern  Church  would  of  necessity  dominate  and 
direct  everything,  by  approximately  a  three-fourths 
majority  straight  across  the  board. 

What  About  Doctrinal  Issues? 

Do  you  base  your  opposition  to  union  with 
the  Northern  Presbyterian  Church  on  the  feeling 
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that  our  Church  is  "sound"  theologically  while  the 
Northern  Church  is  "unsound"? 

No.  Some  of  the  finest  Christians  and  evangelical 
preachers  in  America  are  found  within  the  bounds 
of  the  U.S.A.  Church. 

Why  then  is  the  doctrinal  question  ever  raised 
in  the  discussion  of  the  proposed  plan  of  union? 

Because  theological  liberalism  is  more  widespread 
in  the  Northern  Church  and  is  more  thoroughly  en- 
trenched among  those  who  seem  to  wield  the  great- 
est influence  and  control. 

What  do  the  evangelical  leaders  in  the  North 
think  of  the  proposed  plans  for  union? 

We  cannot  answer  for  all  of  them  but  we  have 
letters  from  many  saying  that  they  would  gladly 
welcome  us  but  feel  that  we  are  very  wise  in  strongly 
resisting  this  plan.  The  most  frequent  statement  is 
that  the  conservative,  evangelical  group  in  our 
Church  would  be  "swallowed  up"  in  the  resulting 
Church. 

Is  it  not  true  that  theological  liberalism  is  just 
as  much  a  problem  in  one  Church  as  in  the  other? 

The  ratio  of  evangelicals  is  unquestionably  great- 
er in  our  own  Church  but  there  is  no  question  that 
theological  liberalism  is  increasing  with  us. 

What  then  is  the  real  difference? 

In  the  North,  outspoken  opposition  to  liberalism 
has  been  largely  silenced,  often  by  ruthless  ecclesi- 
astical pressure.  The  conservatives  in  the  North  do 
not  have  either  the  organization,  or  the  mouthpiece 
which  we  have  in  the  South. 

Is  there  any  effort  to  change  this? 

Yes,  such  a  movement  is  on  foot  today  and  it  can 
well  bring  about  the  clarification  which  is  so  greatly 
needed. 

Effect  On  Administration 

Would  not  a  union  of  the  Southern  and  Northern 
Presbyterian  Churches  promote  administrational 
efficiency  ? 

In  no  realm  is  the  difference  between  the  two 
Churches  more  marked  than  in  administration.  Our 
Church  is  democratic  in  administration  while  much 
that  is  done  in  the  Northern  Church  is  autocratic 
m  its  conception  and  in  its  method  of  carrying  out. 


One  of  the  strongest  proponents  of  union  in  the 
U.S.A.  Church  admits  that  it  would  bring  about  a 
"ten-year  headache"  in  administrative  problems. 

Is  there  a  difference  in  the  powers  and  actions 
of  the  Stated  Clerks  of  the  two  Assemblies? 

In  our  Church  the  Stated  Clerk  manages  the 
affairs  of  the  General  Assembly  in  a  quiet  and 
efficient  way,  as  a  servant  of  the  Church.  In  the 
U.S.A.  Church  the  Stated  Clerk  has  powers  and 
exercises  functions  we  would  not  tolerate  here.  In 
many  ways  he  acts  as  an  Executive  Secretary  of  the 
General  Assembly. 

When  the  General  Assemblies  of  the  two 
Churches  meet  are  they  not  conducted  along  the 
same  lines? 

Our  General  Assembly  is  a  deliberative  body 
with  a  minimum  of  pre-Assembly  "politicking/*  At 
the  last  U.S.A.  Assembly  only  one  man  was  nomi- 
nated for  Moderator.  (It  had  all  been  arranged 
ahead  of  time).  At  our  Assembly  five  different  men, 
any  of  whom  would  have  ?nade  an  excellent  Moder- 
ator, were  nominated. 

Both  Churches  have  a  "General  Council."  Are 
they  not  the  same? 

Absolutely  not.  In  our  Church  the  General  Coun- 
cil handles  stewardship  and  the  finances  of  the 
General  Assembly.  In  the  U.S.A.  Church  the  Gen- 
eral Council  is  really  an  Ad-Interim  Committee  of 
the  General  Assembly,  with  great  powers  of  con- 
trol even  to  the  initiating  of  Assembly-wide  policies 
and  actions. 

Are  not  the  affairs  of  the  various  agencies  of 
the  two  Churches  handled  in  the  same  way? 

Again  we  find  democratic  principles  in  active  prac- 
tice in  our  Church.  In  the  North  there  is  far  greater 
centralization  of  authority  and  power^  chiefly  in 
New  York  and  far  away  from  the  work  and  the 
"feel"  of  the  work. 

Why  does  General  Motors  maintain  separate 
organizations  for  their  Chevrolet,  Pontiac,  Buick, 
Oldsmobile  and  Cadillac  cars,  having  these  organi-, 
zations  run  in  competition  to  each  other? 

Because  they  are  more  efficiently  run  that  way. 
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What  Is  The  Ultimate 
Goal  Of  Union? 

Union  of  our  Southern  Presbyterian  Church 
with  the  Northern  Presbyterian  Church  would  be 
but  a  step  in  the  contemplated  eventual  uniting  of 
all  Protestant  Churches.  Will  that  make  a  stronger 
and  a  more  efficient  witness? 

Imagine  your  own  town  or  community  with  but 
one  denomination.  Nothing  would  do  more  to  stifle 
and  retard  the  advancement  of  God's  Kingdom, 
Different  churches  meet  the  needs  of  people's  differ- 
ing  social,  educational  and  other  backgrounds. 

Does  this  mean  that  churches  should  not  co-op- 
erate? 

Of  course  not.  Co-operation  is  Christian  in  its 
concept  and  should  be  an  integral  part  of  the  work 
of  the  Church.  But,  co-operation  is  very  different 
from  forming  one  great  ecclesiastical  body. 

It  is  stated  that  a  super  church  organization 
is  needed  to  combat  the  aggressive  methods  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church. 

The  inroads  of  Catholicism,  along  with  the  teach- 
ings of  the  various  cults  and  "isms!'  can  never  be 
met  by  an  organization,  no  matter  how  large.  The 
way  to  meet  error  is  by  preaching  and  teaching, 
grounded  in  the  Word  of  God,  and  carried  forward 
as  a  Bible-teaching  and  praying  ministry. 

There  are  those  who  feel  that  the  ecumenical 
movement,  of  which  the  proposed  uniting  of  the 
Southern  and  Northern  Presbyterian  Churches  is 
but  a  part,  is  the  most  important  thing  facing  our 
Church. 

The  most  important,  and  the  most  necessary 
thing  for  our  Church,  and  all  denominations,  is  an 
outpouring  of  God's  Holy  Spirit  on  us  as  individual 
Christians.  We  all  need  a  genuine  revival  which 
produces  a  repentance  for  sin,  a  confession  of  sin, 
a  turning  away  from  sin  and  the  evidences  in  our 
daily  lives  that  we  have  been  born  again.  The  fruits 
of  the  Spirit  in  Christian  lives  will  bring  to  the 
Church,  to  the  nation,  and  to  the  world  the  blessings 
we  so  desperately  need. 

Give  one  convincing  reason  why  we  should  unite 
with  another  Church. 

There  is  not  one. 
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Where  Is  The 
Majority? 

It  has  recently  been  asserted  that  the  great  ma- 
jority of  Southern  Presbyterians  favor  union  (sub- 
merging) with  the  Northern  Presbyterian  Church. 
Is  this  true? 

The  "great  majority'  of  Southern  Presbyterians 
have  no  opinion  on  the  matter  because  they  are 
entirely  ignorant  of  it. 

Where  then  is  this  "majority?" 

It  may  be  that  the  majority  of  the  ministers 
favor  such  a  move.  But,  there  are  2,852  ministers 
while  there  are  718,791  members  of  our  Church. 

Why  do  so  many  ministers  favor  union? 

Because  many  in  the  seminaries  and  those  who 
write  in  the  theological  world  emphasize  the  ecu- 
menical movement — a  movement  to  unite  all  Prot- 
estantism. 

Should  the  membership  of  the  Church  be  in- 
formed ? 

Most  certainly,  yes.  And  where  both  sides  of  the 
issue  are  presented  it  has  been  found  that  the  over- 
whelming majority  of  the  men  and  women  in  the 
Church  feel  union  has  nothing  to  offer  and  that 
great  harm  would  result. 

Why  would  not  a  united  Protestantism  be  a  good 
thing  ? 

The  history  of  Christianity  shows  that  it  is  not 
numbers,  nor  is  it  organization  which  makes  a 
Church  strong.  Christianity  is  a  body  of  truth  and 
the  maintaining  of  a  witness  to  this  essential  truth 
is  infinitely  more  important  than  either  numbers  or 
organization. 

What  is  the  great  danger  in  Protestanism  to- 
day? 

Playing  down  essential  Christian  doctrines  for 
the  sake  of  "unity." 

What  is  the  great  need  in  Protestantism  today? 

A  clear  reaffirmation  of  Christian  truth  with  a 
consistent  preaching,  teaching  and  living  of  the 
faith. 

"NOT  BY  MIGHT,  NOR  BY  POWER, 
BUT  BY  MY  SPIRIT,  SAITH  THE  LORD 
OF  HOSTS,"  is  still  true! 
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Church  Property 


On  what  basis  does  your  organization  think  that 
local  church  property  belongs  to  the  individual 
Church  and  not  to  the  Presbytery? 

Because  our  Southern  Presbyterian  Church  has 
always  honored  the  right  of  the  local  congregation 
in  such  matters. 

Your  local  congregation  can  sell  its  church  build- 
ing or  its  manse  any  time  it  wishes^  without  refer- 
ence to  the  Presbytery. 

This  is  not  true  in  the  Northern  (U.S.A.)  Pres- 
byterian Church  where  the  Presbytery  claims  owner- 
ship of  all  local  church  property. 

There  is  another  and  a  final  argument  which 
needs  to  be  emphasized : 

The  Church  (ecclesiastical  organization)  has  con- 
trol over  the  admission  of  members,  their  discipline 
and,  if  necessary,  their  expulsion  from  the  Church, 

But,  the  Church  cannot  exercise  any  control 
whatsoever  of  your  body  or  of  your  property.  The 
Church  cannot  imprison  you,  nor  can  it  inflict  on 
you  any  form  of  corporal  punishment. 

By  this  token  it  is  obvious  that  the  Church  exer- 
cises SPIRITUAL  control  but  not  control  over  ma- 
terial things,  unless  those  material  things  are 
deeded  to  the  Church. 

The  local  congregation  owns  its  property  in  the 
Southern  Presbyterian  Church, 
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